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Cecilia Cerna De Canpbell (Cerna) has filed a petition for
review of the decision of the Board of Inmgration Appeals (BlIA)
denying her notion to termnate the renoval proceedings to all ow
her to pursue her application for naturalization. Cerna argues
that the Immgration Judge (1J) and the BI A applied the incorrect
| egal standard to determ ne that Cerna had not established her
prima facie eligibility for naturalization. Cerna argues that
the 1J and BIA erred in basing the decision on her two prior

convictions without considering the mtigating factors in her

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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case, including her status as a nother of three children, a wfe,
a nenber of her community, a church nenber, an orphan, a foster
child, and a refugee. She also argues that the |IJ and BI A erred

inrelying on Matter of Cruz, 15 1. & N Dec. 236 (BIA 1975),

because it is an irrational interpretation of 8 U S. C § 1429 and
8 CF.R § 1239.2(f).

Cerna has not shown that the BIA erred in denying her notion
to termnate the renoval proceedi ngs or used the incorrect |egal
standard in denying her notion. Cerna has not shown that the Bl A
erred inrelying on Cruz, as this court has inplicitly determ ned
that CGruz is a reasonable interpretation of the applicable

statutes and regul ations even after the 1990 anendnents to those

statutes. Bravo-Gallaga v. Ashcroft, 82 F. App’x 971 (5th Cr
2003). Cerna has not shown that the 1J and Bl A i nproperly

del egated their authority to the United States G tizenship

and Immgration Service (USCIS) to determ ne whet her Cerna was
prima facie eligible for naturalization. To establish her
prima facie eligibility for naturalization, Cerna had to
establish, inter alia, that she had been a person of good noral
character for the five years imedi ately preceding the date of
her naturalization application pursuant to 8 U S.C. 8§ 1427(a)(3).
Contrary to Cerna’'s argunent, the USCIS s determ nati on of

whet her Cerna had established good noral character was not an

i nproper or premature discretionary determ nation. See id.;

8 CF.R 8 316.10(a). The USCIS stated that it reviewed Cerna’s
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entire file before making its determ nation of whether she was
prima facie eligible for naturalization. Because Cerna did not
establish her prima facie eligibility for naturalization, Cerna
has not shown that the BIA erred in denying her notion to

termnate the renoval proceedings. Accordingly, Cerna s petition

for review is DEN ED.



